
Lens Oreste 
6840 sw 16th ct 
Pompano Beach FL 33068 

Conmssroner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Conmitmicatlons Comnussion 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washmgton. D.C. 20.554 

Drar Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thotisands of Anxmcan consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-source software. adoption of the bI.oadcast flag 
will mean I a111 unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outwle ~ t s  
proper role. It IS not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer owrating systrnls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers 

Addjtionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm mnovation. Many users of opensource software uc 
conlputer programmers antl "tmkerers" who work to improve rhe software. Thelr coninbutions and constant 
innovation I S  what makes open-source soflware able to compete in the marketplace. 

The hroadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB anti QAM 
nwxlulators antl deniodulators, preventing open-source programmers from innovating in field ofdigtal 
cimmimcations techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
relevision propanuning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways constuners air 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pionwte the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Lens Oreste 
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Mark Brewer 
612 sprlnghouse square 
Leesburg. VA20175 

Coinnussioner Mchael 1. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washiwon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmissioner Mchael J. Copp' 

Thousands of American co~lsumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Atlopnng the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is otitsitlr Its 

proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operatmg systenu 
tlmt consunlers nilst use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their comptlters. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will hami innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programlers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovahon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programrners from innovating in field of digital 
c011m1~11cations techques i d  by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more wlth 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consunlers die 

able to watch TV, conssu~ne~s will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital televwon 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it Illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Mark Brewer 
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Mark Brewer 
612 springhouse square 
Leesburg, VA 20175 

Conunissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

T h o u d s  of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag" I am writing to join them As a user of opensource soha re .  adoption of the broadcast flag 
w i l l  mean I an) unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
propx role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software me 
computer progmnumrs and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
iimovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPM will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers kom innovatmg in field of digtal 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propamming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addiuon to &p it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the chgtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Mark Brewer 



Richard Prangnell 
23 Pendragon Court 
Arthur street 
Hove. Sussex UK 

Conlnussioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicanons Commission 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washmgton. D.C. 20554 

DW Conmissioner M~chael J. Copps 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"hroadcast flag" I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption ofthe broadcast flag 
will mean I a m  unable to receive digid television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systrnls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their compurers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will ham innovation. Many users of opensource software me 
coniputer progranlrners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is w h t  makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will baa open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers 60m innovating in field of digtal 
conununications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became dlgtal, viewers would be able to do nwre with 
t4evision propanmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consunws are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Izlchard Prangnell 
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October 28, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I un wnung to voice my oppomhon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fla$ technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and abzen, I feel strondy that such a pokcyvould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehave market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
the11 customers. Alloumgmovle studios to veto features of DTV-recephon e q w p e n t  vnll enable the srudios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. T h s  wll result m products that don't necerranly reflect 
what consumecs like me actually wmt, and it could result m me b m g  chvged more money for infenor 
funcaondtty. 

I f  the FCC ~ssues P broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
teceivers and other equipment. I vnll not pay more for demccs h a t  Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood 
Pleare do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telmrlon. Thank you for your ume. 

Smcerely. 

Glen Akin5 
2713 Beaver Ct 
Fort Collins, CO SO526 
CSA 



October 28, 2003 

Commlssloner MIcheeI J topps  
Federal Communlcatlons tommhslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to VolCe my OpposRlon to any FCGmandahd adoptlon ot "broadcast tleg" technology (or dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad ?or Innmtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlrnate 
adoprlon or DN 

A robust, competlttde market tor Consumer electrnnlcr must be rooted In manufacturers eblllty to Innovate ?or thelr 
custnmers Allawlng rnavle studlos to veto (eatures at DN-receptlon equlpment wlll eneble the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thli wlll result In products that don't necersarlly refled what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money tor lnrerlortunctlonallty 

I7 tne FCC Issues a broadcast tleg mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology ror dlglhrl televlsbn Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Todd VanOhlen 
430 Palace St 
Aurora, lL 60506 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Commumcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
\X'ashmngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m umtmg to voice my opposlhon to my FCC-manhted adophon of "broadcast flag technology for dqtd 
telemsion. A5 a consumer and cihzm, I fed strongly that such a poLcyvould be bad for tnnovabon, consumer 
nghtr, m d  the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compebhve market for consumer electrontcs must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
thm customers. Mowing mame 5tudIos to veto feuhlres of DTV-recephon equipment d l  enable the stud~os to 
tell technoloBsts what new products they can create. This WLU result m product3 thrt don't nscessanly reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually wmt, md it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
funchonality. 

If the FCC issues L broidcnst flngrnmdate, I would uctudy be less Lkely to make M investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmmt. I w d  not pay more for devlces that lumt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flq te+ology for 

Sincerely, 

3haun Tuttle 
9012 W 1ackson 
Munue,IN 47304 
USA 

televlrion. Thank you for your m e .  
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am w n m g  to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fld' tcchnology for dgtd 
television. As a consumer and atinen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for lnnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of W.  

A robust, cornpemve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufncturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mone studios to veto features of DW-reception eqrupment wll  enable the studor to 
tell technologsts what new products they CM create. This  4 result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
Funchondty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flng mmdatc, I would actually be lesr Lkcly to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and orher equipment. I wrll not pay more for devlcer that Lmt  my ng'nts i t  the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtd television. Thank you for your ume. 

Smcerely, 

Albert Shurgdla 
21088 Verde Trail 
Bora Raton, FL 33433 
USA 

445 12th Street, NW 
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Ocrober 12, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innobntlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoprlon of DTV 

A robust, compettbe market for consumer electmnles must be rented In manutpduren' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allawlng movle studlor to veto fentures al DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly re4ect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money (er InTerlor Tunctlonaltty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltel televlalon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

MaIthew Andrew 
2505 correa Road 
Honolulu, HI 98822 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatkms Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to m y  FCCmandated adoptlon Ol"br0adcast flag" technology for dlgkel televlslon As a 
consumer and CklZen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competftke market for consumer electronlci must be rooted In menuhnurers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features Ol DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll reault In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money?or in?erlorfunc(lonallty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast7lag mandate, I would anually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlees that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcad flag technology for dlgltal televlrlon Think you for your t h e  

sincerely, 

Klaus Schreyack 
15371 E Ford PI iYD3 
Aurora, CO 80017 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal tdevislon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A rObUSt, CompetRhe market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movk studlo¶ to veto featurn ol DN-receptlon cqulpment w ~ l l  enable the studlos to tell technOloglHs 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesrsrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonaltty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would aaUally be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llrnk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgbl televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Devon Bowen 
2 Annamarle Terrace 
theektowaga, NY 14225 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Vashington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Judd Hardy 
23133 SE 58th St 
Issaquah. W B  98029 
U S A  
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsolon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposklon ta any FCGmandated adoptlon c4"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal tslevlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I teal strongly that such a pollcy m u l d  be bad l o r  Innovltbn. consumer rlghts. and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of DTv 

A robust. cornpetitbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng mwle atudlos to veto hatures 07 DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlas to tell technologltk 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor tunctlonalQ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor dcylces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor dlgltal televlibn Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Larry Granell 
11 55-26 st 
Mollne, IL 61265 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

Conirnismoner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicntiotu Cmnmission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
W a s h g t o ~  D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I nm =%&lg to v i c e  my oppooition to any ECC-mandated adoption of "bro0dcwt f!& technology for digital televtsion As a consumer 
and citizen. I feel strongly that such 0 policy would be bnd for hovetion, consumer +to. and the ultimate adoption of DTv 

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted in monufacturen' ability to innovate for their customers ~ I u l o w ~ g  
mane smdios to veto feames of DTV-reception equipment orill enable the audios to t d  technolagirts w h t  new prnducta they can 
crente This will result in products thnt dm't n ~ c e i t d y  reflect what connunno f i e  me nctunlty wnnf and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functirmality 

If die ECC iasues a broadcast fles mendnta, I wovld 0 M y  be leis Wrely to mnke an mvenbnmt in Dn-capable receivers and other 
equipmmt I will not pay more for dcvice8 thnt limit my &ht~ nt the behcpt of Hollywood Pleaie do not mandnte broadcast flag 
technology for digital tclcvivion ? h d  you for y o u  time 

Sincerely, 

Benjamin Abeln 

Fwbury, IL 61739 
500 s a n y  

L'SA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrnlng to vdce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglpal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad ?or Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 07 DTV 

A robus!, competRbe market for consumer elcctronlcr must be rooted In manutneturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
CuPtOmers Auowlng movle studbs to veto features et DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloo to tell tecknologlsts 
what new producb they can create Thls wlll result In products th i t  don't necessarlly reflect what consumers IIke me 
actually V n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonsllty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology tor d lgb l  telwlslon Thank you tor  your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Neal Nellans 
6971 Nobleton Dr 
Wlndermere, FL 34786 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 1Zth Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

1 am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon 0f"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal trlevlslon AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such B pollcy would be bad tar Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D lV  

A robust, comp@tWe market for consumer electronlcs muat be roeted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto (caturer of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stud109 to tell technologlots 
what new products ¶hey can create Thb wlll result In product3 that don? neccssarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually m n t ,  and tt could result In me belng charged more money lor lnlerlor funalonallty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I will not pay more for devlces that llmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlalon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Steven Arnold 
1673 Cedar Hollow Way 
Reston, VA 20194 
USA 



Edward Carl KNACK 
02015 E3amai-d Road 
Charlevoix, Michigan 49720 

Coinrmssioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Conunmcations Comrmssion 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washngton. D.C. 20554 

D w  Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

I jiat staned to update my TV equipment so I could eventually enjoy Digital TV. I  JUS^ purchased a 
Progressive Scan DVD player to be ready. You are now going to make my $300.00 Purchase obsolete. If I hati 
known the rides would be changing under niy feet I would not have purchased the Equipment and I am now! 
on NOTICE to not purchase any new Vidio Equipment until the standards are set m stone. 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge thz Federal 
Coinmucations Conmission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me ftom watchmg digtal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing ftom room-to-room and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
weware on a plane or train or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friend.; 

Furthermore, ifcomputers cannot freely receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I v d u e  
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplaylV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive. off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to thgtal television does not make the public's viewing experience nwre enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettiei 
pictwe is hardly enoughreason for me to dispense withall my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citlzen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Edward Carl KNACK 

1 
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October 12,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communication# Commirlion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshingto~ D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copp~,  

I om 'vnbng to voicc my oppoiition to any FCC-mandated adoption of"broadcnrt fmg" technolow for &@tal tclevidon Ai  a consumer 
arid citizen, I feel atrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovstion, conswner rights. and the ultimate adoption of D F J  

A robust, competitive market for conmum electronici mun be rooted in manufachuen' ability to innovate for thek cutomera Auouvig 
mowe studios to veto features of DW-reception equipment wiU emble the studios to tell technologirts whnt new products they can 
create Thia wiU result in productm thnt dont nece~mi ly  reflect what connunun l&e me actually want and it could r e d t  in me b e q  
charged more money fca inferior timdiolulity 

If the FCC issues a broadcart t l q  mandate. I would achuUy bo less likely to make an m v e h m t  in DTV-capable receivm and other 
equipment I aill not pny more for dcvicci h t  h i t  my d&hb at the behePt of Hollywood Plcuc do not mandate braadoart tlag 
technology for di@ television M you for yourtimc 

Sincerely, 

Pmcd Me& 
Ells 1IthSt 
Lafayette, IN 47905 
LS4 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicahons Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I an -mung to voice my opporlhon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fllg" technology for d g t d  
telension. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel gtrongly that such P pobcywould be bad for mnovnhon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

.A robust, compehhve rnacket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to movate  for 
their cu~tomers. Auowng mone stu&os to veto features of DTV-recepaon equpment wll enable the studos to 
tell technologsts what new products they c m  create. ' h s  ynll result m products that don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers like me actudly wmt, and it could result m me berng charged more money for rnfenor 
funchonllity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would actudly be less hk ly  to m a h  an mvestment rn DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpment. I d not pay more for devices that h t  my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mmdnte broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your m e .  

%ncerdy, 

George Dumun 
7315 Birch S t  
Rear 
N w  Orleans, LA 70118 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copp9 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to voka my eppo3ltlon to any FCCmandated adopttan of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltsl televlslon A9 a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such e pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, competklve market far cenSumer electfonlcr must be rooted In manulaeturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veta features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the rtudlas to tell technologists 
What new produets they can create Thls MI1 mult In products that don't neceirarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually mnt, snd tt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor func4onaIlty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast Ileg mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

JennHer Homan 
469 West Broadway 
South Boston, MA 0212'1 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Uichael J CODDS .. 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 1  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Joseph Guarino 
2 2 3  Summer St hpt 3L 
Somerville. MA 02143 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federd Communicahons Comnussion 
445 12th StreeS NW 
Washmngon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I l l ~ l  wnung to voice my opposiuon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fllg" technology for +tal 
relernsion. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongiy that such a poLcy would be bad for mnovauon, consumer 
nghrr, and the ulumate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuuvc mackct for consumer electsorucr must be rooted m mmufrrcturns' abhty to innovate for 
h e i r  customers. Allowing movie scud~or to veto features of DTV-recephon e q u p e n t  d l  enable the stud~os to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. Tlus  d result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what conwmers like me actudy W M ~  and it could result in me bang c h q o d  more money for rnfenor 
hncbondity. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcnst flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to m& M rnvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for dmcer that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollyurood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd  tclevirion. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Shme Baker 
820 Thomas St 
Stroudsburg, PA 18360 
USA 

I 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wdshmgon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

1 a m  wnhng to voice my opporlhon to my FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast fl& technology for &@I 
telemsion. A5 a consumer end ahzen, I feel strongly that such a poLcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to mnovate for 
their customers. Allowing mone studios to veto features of D?.V-recephon equpment will enable the stud~os to 
tell technologrtr what nesv products b y  can create. This will result m products thut don't necessdy reflect 
what cor~sumers Lke me actudly want, ond it could result in me b m g  chnrged more money for infenor 
functlondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would uctudly be less hkely to m u h  m investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmmt. I 4 not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thmk you for your bme. 

Sincerely, 

Josef Carter 
10445 artesm blvd 
45 
Bellflower, CA 90706 
USA 
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October 1 2 ,  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Conus . _ ~  
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I t  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

SI ncerel y 

Josh Barrington 
5799 Montevideo Rd 
Westerville. OH 43081 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppooklon to any FCC-mandoted adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology far dlgltal televlslan As a 
consumer End cnlzen, I feel strongly that such B pollcy would be bad for Innwptlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltNe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle otudlos to veto haturea of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlrts 
what new produerrr they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor tunctlonrllh, 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata. I would nctunlly be less llkely to make an lnvastmant In DN-capable reeelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for ddVICdS that llmk my rlghts at tha behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology ?or dlgltal televlsIon Thank you b r  your t h e  

Slncerely 

Erlc Blomstrom 
99 Llnwood Street 
2nd Floor 
New Brkaln, CT 06052 
USA 


